








. Condition of Approval No. 29 indicates that the project shall strive to provide landscaped
parking spaces in addition to the 123 spaces proposed on the site plan and that a plan
for the delineation of landscaped spaces shall be reviewed and approved by the City
Traffic Engineer.

Further, it can be noted that Condition of Approval No. 25 indicates that all existing conditions of
approval from previous resolutions addressing the project site remain in full force and effect
unless subsequently modified.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve Planning Commission Resolution No.
PA-15-10 recommending approval of the project and adoption of the associated Mitigated
Negative Declaration to the City Council.

EXHIBITS
Attached

1. Planning Commission Resolution No. PA-15-10
2. Minutes Excerpt — 1/18/11

Pa 15-10 pm2.doc
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PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION NO. PA-15-10

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS
ESTATES, RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF A NEIGHBORHOOD COMPATIBILITY
DETERMINATION, GRADING APPLICATION, AND A CODE AMENDMENT TO PERMIT THE
PARKING OF VEHICLES ON A LANDSCAPED (lL.E., GRASS PAVED) SURFACE FOR A
16,232 SQUARE FOOT EXPANSION TO THE SOUTH CAMPUS OF ROLLING HILLS
COVENANT CHURCH, SAID EXPANSION AREAS CONSISTING OF A CHOIR ROOM,
RECEPTION AREAS, CONFERENCE ROOMS, OFFICES, KITCHEN, BATHROOMS, SUNDAY
SCHOOL ROOMS, STORAGE AREAS, CIRCULATION AREAS ON BOTH THE MAIN AND
LOWER LEVELS, AND A 1,068 SQUARE FOOT DECK EXPANSION ON A 7.25-ACRE
PARCEL. APPLICANT: MR. CRAIG KNICKERBOCKER (ROLLING HILLS COVENNANT
CHURCH); LOCATION: 26815 ROLLING HILLS ROAD.

WHEREAS, Mr. Craig Knickerbocker filed an application with the Planning Department
requesting permission to expand and remodel Rolling Hills Covenant Church and to amend the
Rolling Hills Estates Municipal Code to permit the parking of vehicles on a landscaped (i.e., grass-
paved) surface on a 7.25-acre parcel; such an application as required by Chapters 17.20, 17.62,
17.07, and 17.40 of the Rolling Hills Estates Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, project plans are attached as Exhibit A to this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, the project does not propose an expansion of sanctuary seating or an
increase in the enroliment at the church school; and

WHEREAS, the project proposes to utilize grass-paved parking spaces as landscaped
area counting toward the project minimum landscaping requirement; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission would support a Variance to permit less
landscaping than required by Code to preserve the number of parking spaces proposed on the
site plan, should the City Council deny the proposed Code Amendment; and

WHEREAS, an Initial Study was prepared by the City in conformance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). It was found that the project
would not have a significant impact on the environment with proper mitigation. As such, a
Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 65033 of the Government Code, the public,
abutting cities, affected agencies and districts were notified of the availability of the Initial Study
and Mitigated Negative Declaration and were given an opportunity to review and comment; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Department responded in writing to said comments in the Initial
Study; and

WHEREAS, upon giving the required notice the Planning Commission conducted a Public
Hearing on the 18" day of January, 2011. Al interested parties were given full opportunity to be
heard and to present evidence; and

WHEREAS, given that the application includes a request for an amendment to the
Municipal Code which requires approval by the City Council, the Planning Commission acts in an
advisory capacity for the subject application; and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Rolling Hills Estates does
hereby resolve as follows:

SECTION 1. That the foregoing facts constitute conditions necessary to recommend
approval of a Neighborhood Compatibility Determination, grading application, and a Code
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Amendment to permit the parking of vehicles on a landscaped (i.e., turf block) surface for a
16,232 square foot expansion to the South Campus of Rolling Hills Covenant Church.
Therefore, the Planning Commission recommends approval of PA-15-10 to the City Council.
Unless otherwise stated, these conditions must be met at all times by the applicant, otherwise, this
approval becomes null and void.

1.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

That the development shall be located and constructed as shown on Exhibit A.

That any substantial modification including, but not limited to, exterior building elevations,
parking lot design, and landscaping, shall receive prior approval of the Planning
Commission; minor modifications may be approved by the City Manager.

That all applicable requirements of the State, County, City and other Governmental
entities, must be met.

That prior to issuance of Building Permits or Grading Permits, a Zone Clearance shall be
obtained from the Planning Department.

That this project, classified as a “large project” under Ord. No. 668, shall be subject to a
twelve month time period (commencing upon the effective date of project approval), in
which the entire project must be submitted for plan check review with the Department of
Building and Safety, with two six month time extensions maximum allowed to be granted
by the Planning Commission.

That the applicant shall comply with all applicable NPDES (National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination Systems) requirements.

That all proposed new utilities shall be placed underground to the nearest off-site facility,
per Municipal Code Section 15.04.080.

The applicant shall defend, hold harmless and indemnify at his or her own expense the
City, its agents, officers and employees, from any claim, action, or proceeding, to attack,
set aside, void or annul the approval granted in this resolution and shall reimburse the
City, its agents, officers and employees for any damages, court costs and attorneys’ fees
incurred as a result of such action. The City at its sole discretion may participate in the
defense of any such action but such participation shall not relieve applicant of his or her
obligation under this condition.

The applicant shall erect a six-foot high security fence around the construction area(s)
of the property to the satisfaction of the Planning Director and Building Official. Prior to
construction, a construction sign(s) as provided by the City shall be conspicuously
posted on the fence adjacent to the street of the project and/or adjacent to all entrances
of the project. The site shall be maintained in a clean sanitary manner at all times
during and after construction.

That the storm drainage from building roofs and paved areas shall be collected on-site and
discharged to the street under any sidewalk and/or roadway.

That all roof-mounted equipment shall be screened from view. Any screening features
shall be architecturally integrated with the proposed structure and shown on Exhibit A, as
approved by the Planning Commission.

That, prior to the issuance of Zone Clearance, a method of control to prevent dust and
windblown earth problems, and the route for trucking soil, shall be submitted to, and
approved by, the City Manager.

That permits are required for all work within public rights-of-way, and shall be subject to
review and approval of the City Manager.

That all handicapped spaces are to be posted and painted to meet the State Handicapped
Parking Requirements.

Resolution No. PA-15-10 2
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

That the applicant shall comply with the City's Noise Ordinance, both during the
construction phase of the development and during the operation of the complex after
construction is completed.

That trash enclosures shall be architecturally compatible with the proposed construction as
approved by the Planning Commission and shown in Exhibit A, incorporated herein by
reference. The trash receptacle and debris shall be contained and maintained within the
enclosed area.

That, prior to issuance of a Zone Clearance, the applicant shall: (A) submit a Landscaping
and Irrigation Plan prepared by a licensed Landscape Architect for the subject site; and (B)
shall have that Plan reviewed by the Park and Activities Commission; and (C) shall have
the landscaping and irrigation installed to the satisfaction of the City Manager prior to
occupancy. :

That the Landscape Plan shall comply with Chapter 17.59 (Landscaping and Irrigation) of
the Municipal Code for water efficiency.

That the development shall not produce odors which would exceed State or County
Sanitation Standards or odors determined to be offensive by the County Health
Department.

That no storage containers, merchandise or delivery trucks shall be permitted in any off-
street parking lots.

That all prior conditions of approval included in Resolutions applicable to the subject
project site, including but not limited to conditions included in Resolution Nos. 982, CUP-
100-86, and CUP-101-93 attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit
B, and all subsequent amendments shall remain in full force and effect unless modified or
superseded by subsequent City action. Should any conditions of approval conflict, the
more restrictive shall apply.

Prior to issuance of construction permits, Planning staff shall review the materials and
colors of the proposed structures, including but not limited to, the new 2-story
Administration Building, remodel of the facility’s existing Administration Building, and the
new 2-story maintenance shed, to ensure compatibility with the existing structures and
compliance with the objectives of the City’'s Neighborhood Compatibility Ordinance (as
outlined in RHE Municipal Code § 17.62.030).

Prior to the issuance of construction permits, the project proponent shall apply for a
Special Use Permit (SUP) to be exempt from the power/light intensity requirements
(item “B") of the City’s residential lighting standards (Section 17.42.030[B] of the City of
Rolling Hills Estates’ Municipal Code). The SUP application shall include a lighting plan
that demonstrates compliance with Municipal Code Section 17.42.030(D), which limits
any indirect illumination of neighboring properties to four-tenths footcandle at the
property line or less.

Grading, trenching, and excavation activities on the project site shall be monitored by a
qualified archeological monitor approved by the City. If buried archeological resources
are uncovered during construction, all work shall be halted in the vicinity of the
archaeological discovery until the monitor can assess the significance of the
archaeological resources and recommend to the City the appropriate action. The
Planning Director shall be notified of any finds and the recommendation of the monitor
within 24-hours. At the conclusion of monitoring, a report of findings with an appended
itemized. inventory of specimens shall be prepared and submitted to the Planning
Director to indicate completion of project monitoring. Disposition of recovered
prehistoric artifacts shall be made in consultation with culturally affiliated Native
Americans. In the event of the accidental discovery of any human remains, the steps
and procedures specified in Health and Safety Code 7050.5, CEQA Guidelines
15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code 5097.98 shall be implemented.

That sufficient parking for the subject application continues to utilize overflow parking
areas on the Metropolitan Water District property as well as available parking on the
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Rolling Hills Covenant Church north campus accessible through shuttle service between
church campuses. Should Metropolitan Water District or north campus parking become
unavailable for south campus uses, further review to ensure the adequacy of available
parking shall be required by the Planning Commission.

That the project shall strive to become certified at the Silver level in the Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) program.

That the project applicant shall minimize water flowing onto the public bridle trail to the
south of the project site. To the extent feasible, the applicant shall work with the
Metropolitan Water District to make off-site improvements to the portion of the trail to
the south of the site that experiences flooding.

That the project shall strive to provide landscaped parking spaces in addition to the 123
spaces proposed on the site plan. A method to delineate the landscaped parking
spaces (i.e., with flags) shall be required and approved by the City Traffic Engineer to
ensure that spaces are utilized as shown on the parking plan.

That the final trail realignment near the easterly property line will be reviewed and
approved by the City Manager or his designee. The trail shall be at least fifteen feet
wide.

That the project applicant shall coordinate with the Metropolitan Water District (MWD)
prior to and during grading or construction on the project site to ensure no disruption to
MWD activities.

That all project Mitigation Measures, as identified in the attached Mitigation Monitoring
Program (Exhibit C), shall be completed to the satisfaction of the responsible
Department/agency.

Prior to issuance of a grading or building permit, the project applicant shall provide a
haul route plan for review and approval by the City Engineer. The haul route plan shall
identify routes for vehicles accessing the project site, staging areas, and worker parking
areas.

That prior to demolition, the applicant shall submit a traffic control plan to minimize traffic
disruption, subject to review and approval by the City of Rolling Hills Estates; said plan
shall include, but not limited to, the use of flag persons.

All construction activity shall be limited to between the hours of 7:00 AM. and 5:00 P.M.
Monday through Friday, and 9:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. on Saturday. No work shall be
permitted on Sundays or holidays (New Years Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day,
Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day).

No queuing of trucks or arrival of construction materials andfor workers to the
construction site shall be permitted outside the permitted construction hours and days.

Contractor shall ensure that construction equipment is fitted with modern sound-
reduction equipment.

That the applicant shall, to the extent feasible or as required by law, salvage and recycle
demolition materials.

Prior to issuance of building permits, the project applicant shall be required to pay its fair
share of applicable fees for General Plan purposes, as a condition of the discretionary
land use approvals granted by the City.

SECTION 2. The Planning Commission hereby recommends approval the Mitigated

Negative Declaration, finding that the proposed project, subject to the conditions stated herein, will
not result in any adverse environmental impacts.

SECTION 3. That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution.
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ADOPTED this 31% day of January, 2011.

TIM SCOTT, CHAIRMAN

ATTEST:

DOUGLAS R. PRICHARD, CITY CLERK

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution No. PA-15-10 was adopted by the Planning
Commission of the City of Rolling Hills Estates at a regular meeting held thereof on the 31% day of

January, 2011, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
DOUGLAS R. PRICHARD, CITY CLERK
Resolution No. PA-15-10 5
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOMATHERN CALIFORNIA

CERTIFIED MAIL

R.L. 1882
Palos Verdes Reservoir
M\ND Parwl No: 1413-22-1 (Ptn.)

APN 7554-001-903

February 7, 2011

Mr. Bob Alley

Rolling Hills Covenant Church, Inc.
2222 Palos Verdes Drive North
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274

Dear Mr. Alley:

Response to Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
for the Rolling Hills Covenant Church South Campus Improvement Project

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has received a Notice

of Intent from the City of Rolling Hills Estates to adopt a mitigated negative declaration (MND) for
the Rolling Hills Covenant Church South Campus Improvement Project (proposed project)

at 2222 Palos Verdes Drive North in the City of Rolling Hills Estates, Los Angeles County,
California. The proposed project consists of construction of a new 2-story, 15,286-square foot
administration building; remodel of the facility's existing administration building to create a new
entry and Welcome Center; construction of a new 2-story, 946-square foot maintenance shed:;
reconfiguration of the existing parking lot; and landscape and hardscape improvements.

Metropolitan’s review of the MND indicates a proposed change in the use of Metropolitan's property
currently leased by the Rolling Hills Covenant Church (RHCC) on a year-to-year basis as an
ancillary parking lot (Lease R.L. 1882). The proposed change involves use of Metropolitan's
property to satisfy the City of Rolling Hills Estates code requirements for parking spaces in
conjunction with RHCC’s proposed project. The City requires a parking ratio of one space for every
33 square feet of public seating area for chapels and sanctuarics. The proposed total sanctuary area
would be expanded to 20,614 square feet, necessitating the use of 120 spaces of the 167 leased
spaces on Metropolitan's property to satisfy the code requirements. Pursuant to Paragraph 3, “Use™,
of Lease R.L. 1882 between Metropolitan and RHCC, Metropolitan’s property shall be used for
sccondary, non-code parking only. Therefore, the use of Metropolitan's leased property to satisfy the
City's required parking ratio would encumber Metropolitan’s property with a long-term city
requirement and is not acceptable. If RHCC proceeds with this change in use, it would constitute a
violation of the lease and cause for termination of the lease. We are hopeful that RHCC can find
other property for the required parking, or seck a variance from the city if it cannot do so.

"

FUDN. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 s Mailing Addrass: Box 54153, L.os A ngeles, California 90054-0153 » Telephone (213) 217-5000



February 7, 2011
Mr. Bob Alley
Rolling Hills Covenant Church, Inc.

[f'you have any questions regarding this matter, please can call Ms. Patty M. Fowler
at (213) 217-7575.

Very truly yours,

A\

Sherman J. Hom
Manager, Right of Way Unit
Real Property Management and Development Group

PMF:dlw
s:\PropMngt\WA3385_Mitigated Neg Dec Response

ce: Ms. Niki Cutler, AICP
Principal Planner
City of Rolling Hills Estates,
4045 Palos Verdes Drive North

Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274
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A decade of planning pays off

By Jeremiah Dobruck, Peninsula News
Thursday, February 24, 2011 10:57 AM PST

Church’s expansion with a controversial past is about to be approved.
RHE — Rolling Hills Covenant Church is nearing the end of a saga.

At a quiet meeting with no objection, Rolling Hills Estates City Council moved within one step of approving
the church’s expansion that — through the last decade — brought threats of lawsuits, packed council
chambers and public speakers so passionate they were ejected from meetings.

Almost a decade ago, when the church at 2222 Palos Verdes Drive North first proposed an expansion, the
surrounding community balked. After that, four separate proposals were denied by the Planning Commission
or City Council, with the last one coming in 2006.

Now, more than four years later, the same City Council members who shot down multiple attempts, glowed
during Covenant Church’s plans at Tuesday night’s council meeting.

"I'm so delighted to be sitting here and looking at this so many years later because it comes kind of full
circle,” Councilman Frank Zerunyan said. "It’s really nice to see. It’s nice to be here today."

The key and calming difference in Covenant Church’s plan is the sanctuary.

The original plans including a new 2,500-seat sanctuary drew residents’ ire, as did proposals for a 2,200-
seat sanctuary, a 1,650-seat sanctuary and a 1,500-seat sanctuary.

The idea of adding that many people and parking spaces to a rural neighborhood in RHE had neighbors up in
arms. They continually attacked the idea and the church’s proposals.

Since the last denial in 2006, Covenant Church members embarked on a journey to find a solution that
neighbors would support and the city would approve.

What they came up with is a 16,232-square-foot expansion including a reception area, choir room, office
space, Sunday school rooms, deck, bathrooms and — most importantly — no enlarged sanctuary.

"We worked really hard to get with our neighbors to find a project that they could live with and support and
one that we could live with and support,” Craig Knickerbocker, the chairman of the expansion team at
Covenant Church, said.

Apparently they found one. No public speakers opposed the expansion either at the Planning Commission or
City Council level.

"We all kind of assumed there would be somebody or some group of people that would come out of the
woodwork and have a problem with it because you just can’t please everybody all the time, but in this case |
think we did please everybody," Knickerbocker said. "That was really neat to see from everybody’s
standpoint.”

In fact, staunch opponents of the previous expansion plans took part in approving the new project.

http://www.pvnews.com/articles/2011/02/24/local news/news3.prt 2/24/2011
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On the night Covenant Church's new proposal came before the Planning Commission, Tim Scott was selected
to chair the body.

Scott, a real estate lawyer, was one of the residents attacking previous plans for the expansion, but this
proposal was different.

"l loved it when | saw Tim Scott’s signhature on the resolution [approving it],"” Zerunyan said. "Only in Rolling
Hills Estates."

There were a few bumps in the road for this plan.

The church will have to move an equestrian trail, and the city approved for the first time using a percolating
pavement as counting toward both a landscaping and parking requirement for institutional zones.

But in comparison to overflowing council chambers, the issues were minor.

Because it built up almost $18 million in its expansion fund and this expansion is smaller than any it planned
before, the church has used the fund for other projects.

The church purchased a community center in Peninsula Center that can house congregants who won't fit in
the unchanged sanctuary. It planted churches in Wilmington, Gardena, Torrance and Manhattan Beach. And
it sent a quarter million dollars each to build a women’s shelter in Wilmington, to support an aids orphanage
in South Africa and to build a small hospital in the Congo, Kinkerbocker said.

All that’s left is for the City Council to introduce a final ordinance for a second reading at its next meeting
and approve it. Barring the unforeseen, the expansion is a go, Knickerbocker said.

"We are just thrilled that our neighbors are happy and our congregation is happy because we want to be
good neighbors and we want to reach out to our community," he said.

jdobruck@pvnews.com

http://www.pvnews.com/articles/2011/02/24/local news/news3.prt 2/24/2011



Palos Verdes Peninsula school board to discuss Peninsula High stadium lighting - The Da... Page 1 of 1

DailyBreeze.com.
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Williams also will discuss budget cuts that the

Pal 0S Verd €es Pen Insu I a Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified School District
SC h 00 | b o) ard to d | SCuUsSs could face in the coming school year.

Peninsula Hi g h stadium The 6:30 p.m. meeting is at 375 Via Almar, Palos
. . Verdes Estates.
lighting

- Melissa Pamer

By Melissa Pamer Staff Writer
Posted: 01/26/2011 06:34:10 PM PST

Updated: 01/26/2011 06:44:45 PM PST

The Palos Verdes Peninsula school board tonight
will again turn to the controversial issue of a
proposal for stadium lighting at a local high
school.

Superintendent Walker Williams said he intends
to clarify the board's action last summer that
allowed a group of parents and alumni to raise
funds for a stadium lights plan at Palos Verdes
Peninsula High in Rolling Hills Estates.

Following a fundraising mailer recently sent out
by the committee backing the lighting plan,
Williams said he has received letters from
concerned citizens who live around the school.

The proposal has not yet received school board
approval, but the panel did vote to let the
committee move forward with fundraising.

A vote on the lighting plan itself has not yet
been scheduled, and the board is not set to take
any action tonight.
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Palos Verdes Peninsula USD : Review of Board Action Related to the Palos Verdes Penin... Page 1 of 1

Palos Verdes Peninsula

USD Meeting: Regular Meeting : O. Information
Created : January 27, 2011 at 08:36 AM

1. Review of Board Action Related to the Palos Verdes
Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering Committee

Project
January 27, 2011
Status:

Quick Summary / Recommended Action
Presented as an information item.

Current Considerations

Staff will re-state and clarify action taken at the July 22, 2010, Board of Education meeting
that authorized the Palos Verdes Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering Committee
to raise limited funds in order to develop necessary plans, documentation, and estimated
costs for the installation of stadium lights at Palos Verdes Peninsula High School.

A§sociated File Attachments
Exhibit A - Board Policy 3290.1, Capital Campaigns/Project - Facilities (Files)

Y Exhibit B - Administrative Regulation 3290.1, Capital Campaigns/Project - Facilities

(Files)

http://pvpusd.cshaagendaonline.net/cgi-bin/WebObjects/pvpusd-eAgenda.woa/wo/21.0.7.1... 1/27/2011



Palos Verdes Peninsula USD
Board Policy

Capital Campaigns/Project-Facilities

BP 3290.1
Business and Noninstructional Operations

The Board of Education recognizes that members of individual school communities may wish to
organize capital campaigns to raise funds to build or modify facilities for their respective
schools. Capital campaigns are defined as any project for which funds are specifically raised
and that require approval from the Division of the State Architect (DSA).

While the Board is supportive of such activities, and welcomes the interest and participation of
members of the school community, it recognizes that these activities may not be the primary
function of the school or district. Even though these fundraising activities are independent of
the school and district, they are governed by all applicable provisions of the Education Code as
well as the policies and administrative regulations of the district.

While greatly appreciating suitable donations, the Board discourages any gift(s), which may
directly or indirectly impair its commitment to providing equal educational opportunities for all
students.

Organizers of capital campaigns shall be especially careful not to seek advantages for the
activities they support if those advantages might be detrimental to other school/district programs
and or support groups, including the PTA and Peninsula Education Foundation. In order to
protect the district and its programs, the Superintendent with approval of the Board, shall
establish appropriate controls for activities related to fundraising for capital campaigns/projects.

Any fundraising by a school connected organization for a facilities related project must be
approved by the Board prior to the initiation of fundraising activities.

Policy PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
adopted: June 29, 2006 Palos Verdes Estates, California



Palos Verdes Peninsula USD
Administrative Regulation

Capital Campaigns/Project-Facilities

AR 3290.1
Business and Noninstructional Operations

Any school connected organization whose purpose is to raise funds to build or modify facilities
at a school site or on any other district property shall comply with the following guidelines.

1. Prior to initiating fundraising activities for a capital campaign/project, the school
organization and/or principal shall provide the Superintendent or designee with the following
information regarding the committee and conceptual project:

a. The name of the organization
b. The names, addresses, phone numbers of all the officers and committee members
C. A description of the organization's purpose, proposed project(s), educational purpose of

the project, how the project falls within the overall educational objectives of the district, and
estimated cost of project(s).

d. A specific timeline and list of objectives

e. The name of the bank where organization accounts will be located and the names of those
authorized to withdraw funds and/or transfer funds to the district.

f. Recent financial information (i.e. budget and bank statements) about the organization.
g. A description of the organization's fundraising plans
h. A plan for funds that are raised but not spent

i. Proof of insurance

2. After receipt of the above information, the Superintendent or designee and/or the
Committee may submit a proposal to the Board for authorization to raise limited funds in order
to develop the necessary plans, documentation, and estimated costs for the project. All plans
shall be developed/designed by architects and engineers experienced with public schools
projects.

3. The district, at anytime at its sole discretion, shall reconfirm the estimated costs and
timeline of the project with a district approved construction management firm and/or by a firm
that has known and specialized experience in estimating school construction costs. Any costs



incurred by the district shall be reimbursed by the capital campaign.

4, Architectural plans, prior to being presented to the Division of State Architect (DSA),
shall first be presented to the Board of Education for approval. Such plans shall first be
reviewed by a Board approved Architect, familiar with DSA requirements.

5. After receipt of the above information, the Superintendent or designee may present the
proposed project(s) to the Board for initial approval if he/she determines:

a. That there is an educational need for the project

b. The proposal is realistic in terms of scope of work/project, proposed timelines and cost,
including the on-going cost of maintaining the facility.

C. The estimated cost for the project is accurate as verified by a firm that has known and
specialized experience in estimating school construction costs. The cost of this report will be a
part of the proposed budget. This includes the cost of district staff to properly evaluate,
supervise, and manage the project, all related soft costs, indirect costs, and 15 percent in
contingency costs. The project budget must also include the cost of a Board approved
construction management firm that will provide management and oversight to the project.

d. That there are alternative plans if the financial target is not reached

e. The project will not interfere with other district programs or fundraising projects that
have received prior approval from the Board.

6. If the project receives initial approval from the Board, the school organization may begin
raising funds to support the project. The committee shall provide the Board and the
Superintendent or designee with written updates monthly regarding:

a. Upcoming fundraising activities

b. Progress report on meeting financial target

C. Architectural plans and changes

7. Once the project receives approval from the Division of the State Architect, the principal

and/or committee shall ask the Board for approval for the district to begin the bidding process.
The principal and/or the committee must also verify that there is an appropriate amount of funds
for the project deposited in the bank or county Treasury based on a current (within the last three
months) construction cost estimate of the project and all the other associated costs as identified
in 5¢.

8. After the bid process closes, the Superintendent or designee shall once again verify that
the school organization has the necessary funds, including 15 percent in contingency costs and
other associated costs as identified in 5c, to complete the project. Once verified, the



Superintendent will make a final recommendation to the Board regarding the proposed project.

Regulation PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
approved: June 29, 2006 Palos Verdes Estates, California
revised: October 12, 2006
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Glare, noise are concerns for lights opponents

By Mary Scott, Peninsula News
Thursday, February 10, 2011 10:35 AM PST

Feeling that they haven’t been heard clearly by the Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified School District and the
Board of Education, members of the Peninsula Preservation Committee spoke to the board at its Jan. 27
meeting.

The group’s concern is the fundraising efforts by the Peninsula High School Stadium Lights Steering
Committee to pay for design plans and the environmental impact report for the installation of four 80-foot-
tall light poles and a new sound system on PENHI’s football field.

“You, the Palos Verdes school board, are our elected officials; we, the residents, are your constituency,”
resident Sam Josephson told board members. “You need to hear us; you need to talk with us, and you need
to take us seriously.”

The committee’s main issue is the negative effect the lights and night games could have on quality of life on
the Peninsula. Members fear they will alter the quiet residential, semi-rural neighborhoods that brought
them to the Peninsula in the first place. Beside the glare from the lights and the noise coming from the
stadium, they also are concerned about traffic and parking.

In the past, school boards have been asked to approve lights at the school, resident Eleanor Curry told the
News. Curry is a current member of the Preservation Committee and a former school board member.

“Each time, to date, the board and the administration has valued the residential area and felt that it was an
imposition,” she said, “and the imposition on the residents’ property values and their life on the Peninsula
was too big a price to ask of voting members of the citizenry, and people who have always supported the
schools and young people.”

Committee member Mark Sturgeon said he supports the schools and their academic and athletic programs,
but the concept of turning football games into community events can be done in the afternoons.

“They’re proposing bringing the community together, but the proposition of night games is actually dividing
the community,” Sturgeon said. “It's having just the opposite effect.”

“It's important to stress that it impacts the entire community. ... It impacts more than the surrounding
homes below [the school],” Curry said.

None of the group members who spoke to the News said they were opposed to the temporary lights brought
in for special occasions such as homecoming games or graduation.

But, “permanent lights will bring permanent use,” Curry said.

The group said it believes that the high school’s field and lights will be used more than the five to seven
nights a year proposed.

“What would happen if the girls soccer team went to the school board and said, ‘We want to play our home
games at night using the lights’?” Sturgeon asked. “Is the school board going to be able to tell the girls
soccer team, ‘No you can’t use it; it’s for the exclusive use of the boys football team’? You don’t have to look
down the road very far to see where this is going to go.”
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Also on the residents’ minds are parking and traffic.

Michelle McKinney, general manager of the Peninsula Shopping Center, had offered the use of the center’s
parking lot for overflow. She has since retracted the offer after the center’s merchants signed a petition
against the idea.

Some streets surrounding the school have permit parking, Josephson said, and the cities of Rolling Hills
Estates and Rancho Palos Verdes have refined their requirements making it easier for other neighborhoods
to create permit parking.

“The lights’ proponents plan does not provide parking,” he said.

Josephson has lived in his home below the high school for 44 years and said he knew he was moving his
family near a high school.

“My kids went there,” he said.
He can tolerate the activity during the day because he knows that “when the sun goes down, they go home.”

Kevin Moen, a football coach at PENHI and a member of the Stadium Lights Steering Committee, said that
opponents have voiced their concerns at school board and city council meetings.

“To address those concerns we offered to add a new sound system to the stadium; we are incorporating the
latest light technology that reduces light spill outside of the field area; and we set about to create parking
alternatives, which are still under review,” he said. “We have heard the opposition and have made every
effort to address those concerns.”

The Preservation Committee has asked to meet with school board members outside of their meetings. The
committee would like for the board to give them a timeline as to how long the Steering Committee can raise
funds and when must they stop.

Board President Dora de la Rosa said that she and district administrators are in the process of setting up a
meeting with the Preservation Committee. A concern she has about board members talking with the
residents outside of meetings is a potential violation of the Brown Act, whereas no more than two board
members can discuss issues outside of meetings. Another is the potential of having five board members with
varying information when they are ready to vote on the issue.

“We’re going to make the best decision if we act as a body,” she said.

De la Rosa added that board members have not met with the Stadium Lights Steering Committee outside of
board meetings.

Currently, the lights committee has raised more than $100,000, Moen said.

“Once we reach $250,000, we can begin the EIR process, which was asked for by the opposition and
requested by the cities of RPV and RHE, and supported by the school board,” he said. “The cost of the EIR is
under review, and the report is based solely on scientific data and must comply

with the California Environmental Quality Act, the California law that regulates projects that may have an
impact on the environment. Upon completion of this report all parties will be notified and have an

opportunity to address any further concerns that exist.”

mscott@pvnews.com

http://www.pvnews.com/articles/2011/02/10/local news/news2.prt 2/10/2011



Print Version Page 3 of 3

Tom Underhill/Peninsula News

Peninsula High School’s girls soccer team plays an afternoon home game against Manhattan Beach rival Mira
Costa High School. A group of residents living near the school are concerned that if a plan to install
permanent lights on the field for Friday night football games is approved, other teams at the school will want

to use them. Opponents say that the lights will impact the quiet, semirural atmosphere of the
neighborhoods.

http://www.pvnews.com/articles/2011/02/10/local news/news2.prt 2/10/2011



Page 1 of 1

Kit Fox

From: Carolynn Petru [carolynn@rpv.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2011 7:44 AM
To: ‘Kit Fox’
Cc: ‘Joel Rojas'
Subject: FW: Stadium Lights at PVPHS

Hi Kit —

FY| — Border Issues.

CP

From: Mark & Joan Sturgeon [mailto:mjsturgeon@verizon.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2011 8:17 PM

To: cc@rpv.com

Subject: Stadium Lights at PVPHS

Dear Mayor Long and members of the City Council,
Subject: Proposed Stadium Lights at PVP High School

1 am opposed to the installation of stadium lights at Palos Verdes Peninsula High School. Last night ] turned
on channel 35 and was pleasantly surprised to find Ken Dyda addressing the City Council regarding this
issue. [ was even more pleased to learn that Mayor Long had addressed this issue in a personal letter to the
School Board. Thank you Mayor Long.

I live in the Blackhorse tract, and like hundreds of my neighbors, already suffer the noise from Friday
afternoon football games. Should the lights be approved, my neighbors and I would be subjected to glare
and impairment of our nighttime views, in addition to the noise. You should have received my letter of
November 4, 2010 outlining my concerns and requesting your continued involvement.

This issue is bigger than the negative impacts that nighttime athletic events would impose upon the
neighborhoods surrounding the school. The larger issue is the preservation of the character of our
community. We all appreciate the Peninsula’s semi-rural character with the absence of street lighting in the
majority of our cities and neighborhoods. We are a community that appreciates peace and quiet in the
evening hours. We are not a community that desires bright lights and a large crowd.

We look to you gentleman as the defenders of our community and its unique character. The School Board,
on the other hand, may choose to put the interest of the high school football team and their boosters ahead of
the community. I understand that the School Board has jurisdiction over this issue. Never the less, I am
asking you to use all the tools at your disposal to influence the outcome in the interest of the community.

Sincerely,

Mark Sturgeon

Rancho Palos Verdes
mjsturgeon@verizon.net

2/17/2011





